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RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY

Propased Piar/Diaft Modifioation of the Colorado Hazardous Waste Permit for Rocky Flats Cperabls Unit
11: Weost Spray Fleld

Tommmemt: it takos a great laap of faith 1 beilove that OU 11 la not grossly contaminated. it I8 mora
logical t¢ ballove DOE desparatoly needs some positive action, but this is no way 1o get it. This feld
rapragants over 100 acras of otherwise beauttfyl landscape that has been contaminated for ysarg by
miitiona of pations of toxic waste water containing high leveis of nitrates, metals, radionuciides, valatia
brganio compounds, and sefni-volatiis organie compounds. Tha orgmnic compouride Wil ba assimiinted
with ima. The nibatee may help grise to grow and raduce wind dispersion of the matals and
radionuaiides, but the radionudtides and some metals will ba there awaiting disbersion for thousanas of

yearg. \

Given the proximity of this site to the Matra Danver Arsa and developmant potertial, | auggest that DOE
provide more of tha alleged benign risies to human health. | request & eopy of the Final
Combined RFUR! Repont and ather data that may support DOE's proposal.

As you may , the RFCC ks a compiataly indepandant organization dadicated to the safe and

axpedient cledinup of RFETS, 11 is authorizad under Superfund to asssss techhical documents regarding
the cleanup of the RFETS superfund site, as in this case. Qur main problem ls timaly notios of tha
preliminary design data and a copy of the fina! documant. Wa would appreciate your help, Thanks for your
oonslderation.

Responsa: The Operable Unit 11 Final Combinad Phases RFIAI Ropon provides 8 comprahansive
digcusalon of ghe OU 11 fiald investigation, uite physical characteristics, nature and adent o

vontaminationY contaminant tato and trangport, and rigk assessment for human health and the

envirenment. This report has been avaliable for review at public reading rooma sinoe June 26, 1005. A 74 =
~Stone-has beap provided with a copy of tha report,
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Question: When did the sita firet be considerad contaminated?

Mesponss: The West Spray Flekd was identified as a hazardous waste management unit regulatated by  ADMIN RECORD
the Rasource Gonsetvation and Recovery Act (RCRA) in 1086 because it was known 10 have received

water hazenjous constituants from the Solar Evaporation Ponds. This dasignation was made

soon afier the emingtion o spray opertions in October 1085,
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[ : Question 2 ]
Quastion: Was site considered contaminated priar to this report?

Rosponas: Yas, The slte has been racognized s polentiafly comaminated since s designation as a
hazardous waste managament unit under RCRA in 1968, o

| Question 3 I

.

Quastion: Was tha comaminated ite the full 105 scres prior to the report?
Responss: The OU 11 boundary was established as part of the kientification of the Woet Spray Fleld as
8 hazardous waste management unit under RCRA in 1086, Based on the oparational history of the site

the OU 11 boundary was established to encompass all spray areas, but not all aras within the OU 11
boundary received direct spray application,

[ Question 4 —
Question: i report concludes that the site Is within acoaptable levels of comamination for a

rasidential use Jor & 30 year astimale. Does this mean the proparty can be uswd for commerncial mining for
the unde ral ownars, &8 was previously approved and permiited?

Response: 11 has mat the criteria for No Action under of Public Hoalth
and Envirg (COPHE) Consarvative Risk Soreen using a ude sconarka, as documented in

the Final RFVRReporit. The CDPHE Scroan le designad so that any site mesting the No Action oritaria ls
nreggicied use. The rasidential use acenario integrated into the COPHE Soreen utiizes more
consarvative geposure critaria than a mining soenario, and therefore, risk under a mining scenario wold

be less than tod within the Final RFVRI Report. Thus, commercial mining of the site would nat be
affecied with & dto OU 11

[ Question § ]
Question: any resirictions be piacad on the site for future development?

Response: Ak stated in more detaf] in the reaponse to Question 4, the COPHE Scresn haa determined
that the site lafopan for unrestricted uee with regard to QU 11,

[ Question # 1
Quastion: at is planned on baing done to corract the public’a perosption that this area is stll
vontamingied

Response: Te Final Combined Phasae RFI/RI Ropon, Final Proposed Plan, and Final CGAD/ROD are all
documents aveiable for public reviow. Newspaper advertisaments have been published in the Dsnver
Post and Rocky Mountain Naws notifying the public of the remedial atemative salected for OU 11.
Additional newgpaper adveriisemernts witl inform the public as to the final closure of QL) 11 as documanted
hmcnmvTAcﬁonMﬂoNHMNMn(GADMOD).
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Guestion 7

Queation: With regard to ihe conclugion that there ls vary localized porahing of ground watet, will the
excavation of minarals {rom the site affect the ground water or the saturation zona?

Response: This question cannot be anwmz:hou!qu-d design deralle
the posable mining operation. "1 .a 't Taewy, 5SS we7 A
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Question: With regand to the conciusion

ment conditions are unlikaly to result in raloages 1o the
environiment, would mining operations,

not & currant condition, result In such a releasa?

Respanso; The COPHE Screen has shown thal there is no significant sturce al OU 11 for a relessa.
Theretore, a change in currant conditions, such as the Inftiation of mining activities, could not result in the
ralease of chamicals that constitute & threat 1o human health and the environmant,

[ - mn‘i

Question: With regard to the statement that there s no curreni or imminent threat under present or
projecied usas, do projected land uses include mining?

Response: As stated in mora detall in the responsa % Question 4, tha rasidential acenario integrated
into the CDPHE Screan ls more consorvative than a mining acenario. ‘Therefore, thare is no cusment or
Imminent threat under present or projecied land uses, Including mining, with regaid to OU 141,

' — T “QGuestion 16 1

Question: Doas the conciusion that there ls minimal risk from dermat exposune Incide an assumption

that mining may aoour in the futire and employess from s mining company ray be on slte axcavating, efc,
on a dally bagis?

_

s As stated in more detali in the respones to Queation 4, the residential scenario intagrated
into the COPHE Screan is more conservativa than a mining acenark. Therefore, the risk from dermal
oxposura tisk during mining would be less than the dermal axposure riek presentad in the Fina! RFY/RI

Raport.
|' Question 11 - i
m:;lt?[u the closyre plan assume that mining activities could occur? Tha report doas nat
Reaponse;

stated in more detall in the response to Quastion 4, the residential scenario Inteprated
into the CDPHE Iz more consurvative than a mining sconario. Additionally, Ciean Clogure under RCRA
and the No Action decision under CERCLA irnpiies ho restriclions are necassary 1o be protective of
human haealth and ths snvironmant, including cammerolal mining restrictiona,
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Camment: The McKays believe that the Final Report s inadequate, Tna Final Report (June 1986)
conoeming Operable Unit 11 conciudes that "OU 11 poses minimal health riske, assurming long tam
maidentiol exposure.” Howaver, the Final Report falls to disouss at aft let alone addreas the Mckay's
mineral interewts or Me fact that mining has been permitted. The Final Report tharsfore doss not acidress
whethar the use of this propary for the mining of gravel, clay, sand, and the likks will pose any hezards 1o
the human health or the environmen, These lssuss need 10 be spacifically addressed particularly as the
Final Repoit does Indicats the presence of Americkum-241, Plutonium-229, 240, Tritlum, and
Nitrate/Nitrite in the surficlal and subvsurface sofs. identioally, the effsct of mining on the localized percikd
ground water noted in the Report must be specifically addressed. Finally, the Final Report doas not
addrass what remodiation acfivities will be necessary to permit full use of the property of the time tabla for
such ramediation activities,

Reaponse: The Finul RFURI Raport does not spectiically inciude reforenoes to mining. Howaver, the
reskiontial sosnario integrated In the COPHE Scheen I more consarvative than a mining soenario.
Therefore, mining of this sfte would not pose significart risk to human twalth or the environment wh
ragerd to OU 11. Furthenmore, RCRA Clean Closurs and the Ne Action decision undar CERCLA imply
mmnomtﬂcﬂnns,Ineludlngnir»ngmﬂidom,mmryhboptmwodnumnmnhamm

enviohment. 1)) eollecles) daa i pp_cg..p,,._&.ces. b o
QOT/ LT Lapwr @ reciems.

Y :
/V\ Bast Available Copy

LyyL-996-€0€

-~

tJd4 0-des -AIOQ AD310Ud NOHIAN3
G681 EYivl T -

gez qor ¢ abed



